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excludes complicity in base conduct and iniquitous
patriotism ; and that the seer who projected for us
Coriolanus and Antony, Othello and Macbeth, could
not be the author of i HENRY vi without being a
changeling. And through his developed aesthetic
sense he could see that the entire technique of the
old play is utterly alien to that of the born poet.
The two perceptions coincided.
What criticism can be without aesthetic awareness
is shown, in Coleridge's period, by Schlegel's blind
acceptance of everything ever ascribed to Shake-
speare by gain-seeking printers and editors. It was
because the later Shakespeareans had acquired
something of Coleridge's vision that such uncritical
credulity was discredited ; and the generation of the
vigorous non-academic specialists, whatever their
shortcomings, and whatever the misleading of
idolaters like Knight, made impossible a quite un-
critical orthodoxy. The old " New Shakespeare
Society/1 we are told, dissolved when the members
found they had reached a pass of scepticism that
seemed to make their corporate continuance futile.
And indeed they had done their work. But only
under sheer general decadence could the task be
left where they dropped it.
If decadence has come now, it must be because
there is something mis-educative in the academic
function, seeing that to academics (by taste or pro-
fession) has fallen the educational handling of Shake-
speare problems. Spontaneously, it would seem,
the academic instructor seeks at once " safety